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Single use negative pressure 
wound therapy (suNPWT) system 
with controlled fluid management 
technology — an evaluation 
of performance

In this article, the results from simulated clinical use tests evaluating the performance of a single 
use negative pressure wound therapy (suNPWT) system (Avance® Solo NPWT System, Mölnlycke 
Health Care AB) are presented. This suNPWT system is designed with a negative pressure 
pump, a distal canister and an absorptive multilayer dressing, and introduces Controlled Fluid 
Management (CFM) Technology™. The performance was compared to those of two canister-less 
suNPWT systems, designed around absorptive multilayer dressings and solely relying on the 
capacity of the dressings to manage fluid through absorption and moisture vapour transmission 
(evaporation). Method: The technical performances of the suNPWT systems were evaluated with 
respect to fluid management and delivery of the intended negative pressure using a wound 
model simulating clinical use on a moderate exudating wound and a 3-day dressing change 
regimen. Results: With the canister-less suNPWT systems, a loss of performance of the intended 
negative pressure was observed as saturation of the dressing occurred during the 72-hour test 
time. In comparison, the canister-based suNPWT system continuously delivered the intended 
negative pressure to the simulated wound throughout the 72-hour testing time, without any 
saturation of the dressing observed. Conclusion: The results could be explained by the design 
of the canister-less suNPWT systems, managing fluid in the dressing only, and that dressing 
saturation impedes the delivery of the intended negative pressure. In comparison, the canister-
based suNPWT system has the capacity to transport excess exudate and infectious material from 
the dressing to the canister, thereby reducing the risk of dressing saturation. 
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healing of wounds [Box 1], and to improve 
patients’ quality of life and reduce health 
costs (Dowsett et al, 2012; Wounds UK, 2013). 
However, to achieve optimal clinical outcomes, 
it is a prerequisite that the NPWT system 
provides effective exudate removal and delivers 
the intended negative pressure continuously 
throughout the duration of therapy.

Reusable and single use NPWT systems
Historically, NPWT systems were reusable 

Negative pressure wound therapy 
(NPWT), also referred to as topical 
negative pressure (TNP), vacuum-

assisted closure (VAC), sub-atmospheric pressure 
wound therapy and sealed surface wound 
suction (Banwell and Téot, 2003), has gained 
widespread acceptance by clinicians for use in 
the management of closed surgical incisions, 
as well as acute and chronic wounds (Apelqvist 
et al, 2017a). NPWT has been reported to have 
a number of positive biological effects on the 
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dressings and solely relying on the capacity of the dressings to manage fluid 
through absorption and moisture vapour transmission (evaporation). Method: 
The technical performances of the suNPWT systems were evaluated with 
respect to fluid management and delivery of the intended negative pressure 
using a wound model simulating clinical use on a moderate exudating 
wound and a 3-day dressing change regimen. Results: With the canister-less 
suNPWT systems, a loss of performance of the intended negative pressure was 
observed as saturation of the dressing occurred during the 72-hour test time. 
In comparison, the canister-based suNPWT system continuously delivered the 
intended negative pressure to the simulated wound throughout the 72-hour 
testing time, without any saturation of the dressing observed. Conclusion: The 
results could be explained by the design of the canister-less suNPWT systems, 
managing fluid in the dressing only, and that dressing saturation impedes the 
delivery of the intended negative pressure. In comparison, the canister-based 
suNPWT system has the capacity to transport excess exudate and infectious 
material from the dressing to the canister, thereby reducing the risk of 
dressing saturation. 
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and designed with a negative pressure pump 
equipped with a canister for collection of fluid 
from the wound. The negative pressure pumps 
were generally large and heavy, and often 
powered by a mains electricity source, all features 
that had a tendency to restrict patients’ mobility 
(Apelqvist et al, 2017b). As a consequence, 
reusable NPWT systems have been, and continue 
to be, mostly utilised for inpatient care, although 
they can be adapted for use in the home 
(Moffatt, 2011).

One of the advances in the delivery of 
NPWT has been the development and 
commercialisation of single use (su)NPWT 
systems, which are generally lightweight and 
operated either mechanically or by battery. These 
characteristics allow patients to be mobile while 
receiving NPWT. 

Available suNPWT systems, such as e.g. PICO™ 
(Smith + Nephew), Avelle™ NPWT System 
(ConvaTec) and the NANOVA™ Therapy System 
(3M), are designed with an absorptive multilayer 
dressing connected to a negative pressure pump, 
but with no canister to collect excess fluid drawn 
from the wound. This means that the dressing 
manages all exudate by absorption and moisture 
vapour transmission (evaporation), without 
any mechanisms by which wound exudate and 
infectious material can be continuously cleared 
from the dressing.

Challenges of saturated dressings
The key benefits of NPWT, e.g. optimising blood 
flow in the wound bed, reducing oedema and 
bacterial colonisation (Ranaweera, 2013), are 
very much dependent on the intended negative 
pressure from the pump being continuously 
delivered to the wound during therapy time, thus 
ensuring the removal of excess fluid from the 
wound bed and periwound skin.

In canister-less suNPWT systems designed 
with an absorptive dressing, the capacity of the 
systems to deliver continuous negative pressure 

may be impaired as the dressing becomes 
saturated during the course of therapy. Loss 
of negative pressure leading to retention of 
exudate in the dressing would increase the risk 
of compromising healing, due to periwound 
skin damage (e.g. maceration) and associated 
complications, such as leakage and soiling, 
malodour, increased risk of infection, protein 
loss, fluid and electrolyte imbalance, wound 
expansion, increased frequency of dressing 
changes, patient discomfort and pain, and 
psychosocial effects (World Union of Wound 
Healing Societies [WUWHS], 2007; Dowsett, 
2012; WUWHS, 2019). 

Increasing the frequency of dressing 
changes would be one option to mitigate these 
risks, however, according to the principle of 
undisturbed wound healing (Morgan-Jones et al, 
2019), dressing changes should be as infrequent 
as possible to reduce risk for contamination and 
damage to the periwound skin. To comply with 
this, a NPWT system that manages and removes 
exudate from the wound bed effectively and 
consistently is a prerequisite (WUWHS, 2019).

Avance® Solo NPWT System 
Avance Solo NPWT System (Mölnlycke Health 
Care AB) is a suNPWT system based on Controlled 
Fluid Management (CFM) Technology™ which 
combines the characteristics of larger, reusable 
NPWT systems while being lightweight and 
portable, allowing the patient to be mobile. With 
this system, exudate and infectious material 
are managed by a combination of absorption 
and evaporation in the multilayer dressing, and 
transport of excess fluid to the canister, thus 
reducing the risk of the dressing becoming 
saturated and interrupting the delivery of NPWT 
(Data on file 2020a, 2020b) [Figure 1]. 

Avance Solo NPWT System is intended to 
deliver nominal 125 mmHg for up to 14 days 
(Data on file, 2020a), and is indicated for the 
removal of low-to-moderate exudate in a variety 

Box 1. Potential biological effects of NPWT on wound healing.

■ Wound contraction, bringing the edges of the wound together (Apelqvist et al, 2017b; Torbrand et al, 2018)
■ Wound oedema reduction (Chen et al, 2005)
■ Impact of strain on cell function (Glass et al, 2014; McNulty et al, 2017)
■ Increased cell proliferation  (McNulty et al, 2017; Borys et al, 2019)
■ Modulation of cytokines (Glass et al, 2014; Borys et al, 2019)
■ Reduction in matrix metalloproteinases (MMPs) (Moues et al, 2008; Glass et al, 2014; Borys et al, 2019)
■ Modification of reactive oxygen species (Bellot et al, 2019)
■ Changes in capillary morphology (Chen et al, 2005; Erba et al, 2011; Glass et al, 2014)
■ Impact on blood and lymph flow (Chen et al, 2005)
■ Reduction of bacterial load (Moues et al, 2008 ; Ngo et al, 2012)
■ Promotion of granulation tissue growth (Glass et al, 2014).
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indicated to deliver NPWT at a nominal negative 
pressure of 80 mmHg, and to manage exudate 
via the dressing through a combination of 
absorption and evaporation of moisture through 
its outer film. According to the intended use of 
these systems, the dressing should typically be 
changed every 3-4 days but may be left in place 
for up to 7 days.

Ability of suNPWT systems to deliver negative 
pressure
To evaluate the performance of the canister-
based suNPWT with the canister-less suNPWT 
designs in terms of their fluid management 
capacity and delivery of the intended negative 
pressure to the wound bed, the suNPWT 
systems were applied to a wound model 
simulating a moderately exuding wound and a 
3-day (72 hours) dressing change regimen. The 
dressings were applied to the simulated wounds 
and connected to the respective negative 
pressure pumps. The suNPWT systems were 
then subjected to horse serum (to mimic wound 
exudate with respect to viscosity, osmolarity and 
pH) delivered from underneath the dressing by 
a peristaltic pump with a controlled fluid outlet. 
The flow speed was set at 1.1 g/cm2/24 hours to 
simulate a moderately exuding wound (Malmsjö 
et al, 2014) and the wound area was, in alignment 
with intended use of the suNPWT systems 
subjected to evaluation, defined as 25% of the 
wound pad area. 

of wound types [Box 2]. It is suitable for use in 
both hospital and home care settings. 

The hypothesis for this study was that the 
canister-based design and CFM Technology 
differentiates Avance Solo NPWT System from 
canister-less suNPWT systems. Under conditions 
of simulated clinical use, the performance of 
Avance Solo NPWT System was compared with 
those of two commercially available canister-less 
suNPWT systems. 

Materials and methods
suNPWT systems for investigation
Avance Solo NPWT System is designed with 
a negative pressure pump, a canister, and a 
breathable, multilayer dressing designed with 
an absorptive core, a pressure distribution 
layer, and a protective wound contact layer. The 
system delivers negative pressure nominally at 
125 mmHg and manages exudate through its 
CFM Technology, i.e. excess fluid is transported 
from the dressing for collection in the canister. 
The multilayer absorptive dressing can be left 
in situ for up to 7 days. More frequent dressing 
changes may be required when the system is 
used on moderately exuding wounds.

The canister-less suNPWT systems included 
in this evaluation are both designed with 
a negative pressure pump and breathable, 
multilayer wound dressings with an absorptive 
core, a pressure distribution layer, and a 
protective wound contact layer. The systems are 

Figure 1. Avance® Solo NPWT 
System comprising: (1) pump 
(delivers a regulated pressure 
of -125 mmHg to the wound for 
up to 14 days) with (2) audible 
and visible notifications and 
alarms triggered when at 
risk for loss of therapy, fitted 
with (3) 50 ml canister, (4) 
quick connector featuring 
Controlled Fluid Management 
(CFM) Technology™ (5) border 
dressing. A foam wound 
filler is also available. The 
CFM Technology provides a 
controlled inflow of air (blue 
arrow) which allows transport 
of excess fluid from the 
dressing to the canister (green 
arrow). 

Border dressing Pump

Safety

50ml canister

Box 2. Indications for the 
Avance Solo NPWT system.

The Avance Solo NPWT system is 
indicated for the removal of low-
to-moderate volumes of exudate 
in a range of wound types:
■ Chronic, acute, traumatic, 

subacute and dehisced wounds
■ Ulcers (such as diabetic, venous 

or pressure)
■ Surgically closed incisions
■ Flaps, grafts
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Clinical practice

Delivery of the intended negative pressure 
from the suNPWT pump and its distribution to 
the simulated wound was measured at multiple 
positions using differential pressure transmitter 
sensors (model KIMO CP214-BNs, Kimo 
Instrument Sverige AB, Gothenburg, Sweden, 
operating between –500 and 500 mbar) and 
sampled every 60 seconds throughout the test 
time (NI-DAQmx control unit and a custom-made 
LabVIEW software code, National Instruments, 
Austin TX, USA).

Impact of increasing saturation of dressing 
on the ability to deliver intended negative 
pressure
To investigate the impact of dressing saturation 
on the continuous delivery of the intended 
negative pressure to the simulated wound, a 
more detailed evaluation was undertaken to 
measure negative pressure as output from the 
pump to the simulated wound at a range of 
saturation levels of the dressing. The saturation 
levels subjected to the dressing corresponded 
to 20%, 40%, 60% and 80% of fluid volumes 
expected from a moderately exuding wound 
(1.1 ml/cm2/24 hours) treated with NPWT and 
mimicking a 3-day dressing change regimen. The 
same wound model as described in the previous 
section was used and the measurements of 
delivery of negative pressure were sampled 
every 60 seconds over a 24-hour period for each 
simulated use and saturation level. The sampled 

data were subjected to statistical analysis (two-
sample T-test and 95% Confidence Interval [CI]).

All tests were performed with five replicates 
(n=5) for each of Avance Solo NPWT System and 
the two canister-less suNPWT systems. 

Results
Ability of suNPWT systems to deliver 
intended negative pressure
In the canister-less suNPWT systems, the 
negative pressure from the pump remained at 
the intended nominal 80 mmHg; however, the 
negative pressure delivered to the simulated 
wound reduced over the duration of the test 
time [Figure 2]. For the Avance Solo NPWT 
system, the negative pressure measured in 
the simulated wound was maintained at the 
intended negative pressure of 125 mmHg 
throughout the simulated therapy time 
[Figure 2]. 

Impact of increasing saturation of dressing 
on the ability to deliver negative pressure
A decline in negative pressure delivered to the 
wound bed as a function of increasing dressing 
saturation was observed with both of the 
canister-less NPWT systems [Figure 3].

When the canister-less NPWT systems were 
subjected to a fluid volume corresponding 
to 60% of the expected exudate level from 
a moderate exudating wound with a 3-day 
dressing change regimen, the negative 
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Figure 2. The performance 
of suNPWT systems to deliver 
intended negative pressure 
during simulated clinical use on 
a wound model mimicking a 
moderately exudating wound 
with a 3-day (72 hours) dressing 
change regimen. The graph 
illustrates the intended negative 
pressure (dotted line) versus 
the actual negative pressure 
delivered to the simulated 
wound for the canister-based 
(green) and two canister-less 
suNPWT (dark and light gray) 
systems. With both of the 
canister-less suNPWT systems, 
loss of performance of the 
intended negative pressure 
(80±20 mmHg) was observed 
as a function of increased 
saturation of the dressing. In 
comparison, the canister-based 
suNPWT system continuously 
delivered the intended negative 
pressure to the simulated 
wound throughout the test time, 
independently of increased 
fluid volume and without any 
saturation of the dressing 
observed.
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pressure delivered to the simulated wound 
dropped to 66% (system A) and 48% (system 
B), respectively, of the intended negative 
pressure of 80 mmHg. For canister-less suNPWT 
system B, there was a statistically significant 
difference between the negative pressure 
output from the pump and the negative 
pressure delivered to the simulated wound.

At fluid volumes corresponding to 80% of 
exudate levels expected from a moderate 
exudating wound with a 3-day dressing change 
regimen, the negative pressure delivered to the 
simulated wound bed was only 14% (system A) 
and 25% (system B) of the intended negative 
pressure of 80 mmHg, respectively. For both 
canister-less suNPWT systems, the difference 
between negative pressure measured as output 
from the pump and delivery to the simulated 
wound was statistically significant.

In comparison, for the Avance Solo NPWT 
System, the negative pressure delivered to the 
simulated wound bed was maintained at the 
intended 125 mmHg throughout the 72-hour 
test time (no statistical significant difference) 
as fluid was removed through the dressing to 
the canister. 

Discussion
NPWT has been shown to promote wound 
healing by removing excess wound fluid and 
infectious material from the wound, and by 
achieving benefits of application of negative 
pressure to a wound such as increased perfusion, 
reduction of oedema and bacterial colonisation 
(Ranaweera, 2013). Removal of excess exudate and 
infectious material from the wound also supports 
undisturbed wound healing by allowing reduced 
frequency of dressing changes, an important 
factor to reduce the risk of contamination of the 
wound, periwound skin damage and maceration 
(Morgan-Jones et al, 2019) - important factors 
that can impact negatively on the barrier function 
of the skin and its capacity to re-epithelialise 
(Wounds UK, 2013). These reported benefits of 
NPWT do not only promote wound healing but 
also improve patients’ quality of life and reduce 
health costs (Dowsett et al, 2012; Wounds UK, 
2013). NPWT has been shown to lower the 
incidence of dehiscence and infection in post-
surgical wounds (Stannard et al, 2012; Wounds 
UK, 2013), and it is often used in the management 
of complex wounds where wound healing is 
particularly challenging.
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Figure 3. suNPWT systems 
performance on delivery of 
intended negative pressure 
as output from the pump 
and delivery to the simulated 
wound. The performance was 
measured when dressings 
were subjected to a range of 
saturation levels corresponding 
to 20%, 40%, 60% and 80% of 
the fluid volume expected from 
a moderately exudating wound 
with a 3-day dressing change 
regimen. For the Avance Solo 
NPWT System, the negative 
pressure delivered from the 
pump to the simulated wound 
(green bars) was 100% of the 
intended negative pressure 
125 mmHg. However, for the 
canister-less suNPWT systems 
(A and B), delivery of negative 
pressure deviated from the 
intended negative pressure of 
80 mmHg as saturation of the 
dressing occurred (dark and 
light grey, respectively).
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To achieve the benefits of negative pressure 
wound therapy and support undisturbed 
wound healing, the NPWT system applied 
should remove exudate from the wound 
and deliver the intended negative pressure 
consistently to the wound throughout the 
intended therapy time. In this study, the fluid 
management characteristics and delivery of 
intended negative pressure of one canister-
based suNPWT System (Avance Solo NPWT 
System) was evaluated alongside to two 
canister-less suNPWT systems. The hypothesis 
evaluated was if a canister-based NPWT system 
designed with CFM Technology would provide 
more effective fluid management and thus 
a greater ability to continuous deliver the 
intended negative pressure as compared to 
two suNPWT systems with canister-less design. 
In canister-less suNPWT systems, where fluid 
management relies on dressing absorption and 
moisture vapour transmission (evaporation) 
only, there is a risk that delivery of intended 
negative pressure could be impacted as 
saturation of the dressing occurs during the 
therapy, calling for more frequent dressing 
changes. For the evaluation, a wound model 
simulating clinical use on a moderate exudating 
wound with a 3-day dressing change regimen 
was used, measuring delivery of intended 
negative pressure from the negative pressure 
pump of the suNPWT system to the simulated 
wound bed. 

The results show that for the canister-
less suNPWT systems designed around an 
absorptive dressing, there was a decline in 
negative pressure delivered to the simulated 
wound as a function of increasing dressing 
saturation. This performance could be 
rationalised by excess wound fluid absorbed 
in the dressing leading to gel-blocking 
impacting adversely both on capacity of fluid 
management and delivery of intended negative 
pressure (Wack et al, 2007). The canister-based 
Avance Solo NPWT System performed with 
continuous delivery of negative pressure and 
the removal of excess fluid from the dressing 
for collection in the canister, with no saturation 
of dressing observed for any volume subjected 
to the dressing. With this canister-based 
system, the risk for loss of therapy as a function 
of saturation of the absorptive dressing is 
substantially reduced. 

Limitations
Efficient wound healing relies on a variety of 
complex and interdependent biological and 
social factors. Although the present laboratory 

simulation was designed to mimic real-world 
conditions for wound exudate management 
and the application of negative pressure, the 
suNPWT systems might produce different 
results in clinical practice. For example, in the 
clinical reality the efficiency of evaporative 
loss of wound exudate depends on a variety 
of factors, including ambient temperature 
and humidity, composition and volume of 
exudation, and dressing size and wear time 
(Malmsjö et al, 2014).

Conclusions
In recent years, there have been substantial 
developments in NPWT. There are now 
numerous products available offering 
alternative delivery systems to the original 
re-usable systems, which allow clinicians to 
select the best system to meet the needs and 
expectations of their patients. 

The evolution of NPWT has led to the 
availability of systems that incorporate some 
of the benefits of the earlier NPWT systems but 
are considerably smaller and more portable. 
A canister-based suNPWT system, such as the 
Avance Solo NPWT System, offers effective 
delivery of negative pressure to the wound 
through a portable system with a multilayer 
dressing and utilising CFM Technology. 
Such deliverables can lengthen dressing 
wear time and facilitate undisturbed wound 
healing, thereby reducing the risk of wound 
contamination and damage to periwound skin. 
Fewer dressing changes also reduce the risk of 
pain and discomfort to the patient. 

The research data presented in this article 
show that the Avance Solo NPWT System 
offered effective fluid management and 
consistent delivery of intended negative 
pressure as compared to the two canister-less 
suNPWT systems when evaluated in a simulated 
wound model. The results of this simulation 
merit further investigation to determine 
whether they could be replicated in real-world 
clinical practice, and whether they could lead to 
improvements in wound healing outcomes and 
patient quality of life.  Wint

References
Apelqvist J, Willy C, Fagerdahl A-M et al (2017a) Negative 

Pressure Wound Therapy: Future Perspectives. EWMA 
Journal 18(2) 

Apelqvist J, Willy C, Fagerdahl AM et al (2017b) Negative 
Pressure Wound Therapy – overview, challenges and 
perspectives. J Wound Care 26: 3, Suppl 3, S1–S113

Atkins BZ, Wooton MK, Kistler J et al (2009) Does negative 
pressure wound therapy have a role in preventing 
poststernotomy wound complications? Surg Innov 
16(2); 140-6



68 Wounds International 2021 | Vol 12 Issue 4 | ©Wounds International 2021 | www.woundsinternational.com

Clinical practice

Banwell PE, Téot L (2013) Topical negative pressure (TNP): 
the evolution of a novel wound therapy. J Wound Care 
12(1): 22–8

Bellot GL, Dong XD, Lahiri A et al (2019) MnSOD is 
implicated in accelerated wound healing upon 
Negative Pressure Wound Therapy (NPWT): A case in 
point for MnSOD mimetics as adjuvants for wound 
management. Redox Biology 20: 307–20 

Borys S, Hohendorff J, Frankfurter C et al (2019) Negative 
pressure wound therapy use in diabetic foot syndrome: 
from mechanisms of action to clinical practice. Eur J 
Clin Invest e13067 

Chen S-Z, Li J, Li X-Y, Xu L-S (2005) Effects of vacuum-
assisted closure on wound microcirculation: An 
experimental study. Asian J Surg 28(3): 211–7

Chen WY, Rogers AA, Lydon MJ (1992) Characterization 
of biologic properties of wound fluid collected during 
early stages of wound healing. J Invest Dermatol 99(5): 
559–64

Data on file, Mölnlycke Health Care 2020a
Data on file, Mölnlycke Health Care 2020b
Dealey C, Cameron J, Arrowsmith M (2006) A study 

comparing two objective methods of quantifying the 
production of wound exudate. J Wound Care 15(4): 
149–53 

Dowsett C (2012) Management of wound 
exudate. Independent Nurse. Available at: www.
independentnurse.co.uk/clinical-article/management-
of-wound-exudate/63637/ (accessed 16.10.2021)

Dowsett C, Davis L, Henderson V, Searle R (2012) The 
economic benefits of negative pressure wound therapy 
in community-based wound care in the NHS. Int Wound 
J 9(5): 544–52

Erba P, Ogawa R, Ackermann M et al (2011) Angiogenesis 
in wounds treated by microdeformational wound 
therapy. Ann Surg 253(2): 402–9

Glass GE, Murphy GF, Esmaeili A et al (2014) Systematic 
review of molecular mechanism of action of negative-
pressure wound therapy. Br J Surg 101:1627-36

Malmsjö M, Huddleston E, Martin R (2014) Biological 
effects of a disposable, canisterless negative pressure 
wound therapy system. Eplasty 14:e15 

McNulty AK, Schmidt M, Feeley T, Kieswetter K (2007) 
Effects of negative pressure wound therapy on 
fibroblast viability, chemotactic signaling, and 
proliferation in a provisional wound (fibrin) model. 
Wound Repair Regen 15: 838–46

Minski M (2019) Surgical Site Infections: Patient Safety 
Primer. Available at: https:// psnet.ahrq.gov/primers/
primer/45/Surgical-Site-Infections (accessed 
16.10.2021)

Moffatt CJ, Mapplebeck L, Murray S, Morgan PA (2011) 
The experience of patients with complex wounds and 

the use of NPWT in a home-care setting. J Wound Care 
20(11): 512–27

Morgan-Jones R et al (2019) Incision care and dressing 
selection in surgical wounds: Findings from 
an international meeting of surgeons. Wounds 
International

Moues CM, van Toorenenbergen AW, Heule F et al (2008) 
The role of topical negative pressure in wound repair: 
Expression of biochemical markers in wound fluid 
during wound healing. Wound Repair Regen 16: 488–94

Novak A, Khan WS, Palmer J (2014) The evidence-based 
principles of Negative Pressure Wound Therapy in 
trauma and orthopaedics. Open Orthopaedics J 8(Suppl 
1: M6): 168–77

Ngo QD, Vickery K, Deva AK (2012) The effect of topical 
negative pressure on wound biofilms using an in vitro 
wound model. Wound Repair Regen 20: 83–90

Ousey K, Wasek S (2016) Clinician perspectives on medical 
adhesive-related skin injuries. Wounds UK 12(4): 42–6

Ranaweera A (2013) Negative pressure wound therapy. 
DermNet NZ. Available at: https://dermnetnz.org/
topics/negative-pressure-wound-therapy (accessed 
16.10.2021)

Stannard JP, Volgas DA, McGwin G 3rd et al (2012) 
Incisional negative pressure wound therapy after 
high-risk lower extremity fractures. J Orthop Trauma 
26(1): 37–4

Thomas S (1997) Assessment and management of wound 
exudate. J Wound Care 6(7): 327–30

Torbrand C, Anesater E, Borgquist O, Malmsjo M (2018) 
Mechanical effects of negative pressure wound therapy 
on abdominal wounds – effects of different pressures 
and wound fillers. Int Wound J 15: 24–8

Wack H, Ulbricht M (2007) Method and Model for the 
Analysis of Gel-Blocking Effects during the Swelling of 
Polymeric Hydrogels. Ind Eng Chem Res 46: 359-64

White RJ, Cutting K (2006) Modern exudate management: 
a review of wound treatments. Available at: http://www.
worldwidewounds.com/2006/september/White/
Modern-Exudate-Mgt.html (accessed 16.10.2021)

World Union of Wound Healing Societies (2007) Principles 
of best practice: wound exudate and the role of dressings. 
A consensus document. MEP Ltd, London. Available at: 
www.woundsinternational.com

World Union of Wound Healing Societies (2019) 
Consensus Document. Wound exudate: effective 
assessment and management. Wounds International, 
London

Wounds UK (2013) Best Practice Statement: Effective 
Exudate Management. Wounds UK, London. Available 
at: https://www.wounds-uk.com/resources/
details/best-practice-statement-effective-exudate-
management (accessed 15.10.21)

Declaration 
This article is supported by 
Mölnlycke Health Care.

Products & technology


